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ADDRESS: 808-810 Bourbon St.   

OWNER: 810 Bourbon LLC APPLICANT: L. Katherine Harmon 

ZONING: VCR-2 SQUARE: 58 

USE: Vacant LOT SIZE: 2,752 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 4 Units     REQUIRED: 826 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: Vacant     EXISTING: 621 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: 1 Unit     PROPOSED: 818 sq. ft. 

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

C. 1830 exposed brick, gable-ended 4-bay Creole cottage. 

 

Ratings: Main Building: Green, of local architectural and/or historical significance. 

Service Building:    Green, of local architectural and/or historical significance. 

Rear Addition:    Brown, objectionable or of no Architectural or Historical importance 

 

Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of     09/22/2021    

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     09/22/2021 

Permit # 21-20920-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to demolish existing, brown-rated rear addition and courtyard stair and to construct a new stair 

to the second floor of the rear building, per application & materials received 07/20/2021 & 08/17/2021, 

respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   09/22/2021 

 

The applicant proposes to demolish the rear addition, with no new construction proposed in its place. Two 

existing doors and one existing window on the rear elevation of the main building would be repaired or 

replaced to match existing. One new window is proposed to be installed to mirror the existing window 

and bring symmetry to the rear elevation. Staff finds this window, door, door, window arrangement 

typical for this building type and notes that the proposed demolition will restore the original footprint of 

the main building on this property. Staff welcomes the proposed demolition of the brown-rated infill. 

 

At the service building the existing metal stairs to the second floor would be demolished. The applicant 

proposes to construct a new wood stair parallel with the balcony. Although there is no documentation in 

either Sanborn maps or historic photographs of this property indicating a historic exterior stair, staff finds 

the proposed new stair an improvement over the existing and potentially approvable. 

 

The Architecture Committee found all aspects of the proposal approvable and forwarded the proposal to 

the Commission with a recommendation of approval. 

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    09/22/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     08/24/2021    

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/24/2021 

Permit # 21-20920-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to demolish existing, brown-rated rear addition and courtyard stair and to construct a new stair 

to the second floor of the rear building, per application & materials received 07/20/2021 & 08/17/2021, 

respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/24/2021 

 

Although this application was reviewed at the 08/10/2021 meeting, the submitted plans are a drastic 

departure from the previously reviewed plans. The applicant still proposes to demolish the rear addition, 

but no longer proposes any new construction in its place. Two existing doors and one existing window on 

the rear elevation of the main building would be repaired or replaced to match existing. One new window 

is proposed to be installed to mirror the existing window. 

 

At the service building the existing metal stairs to the second floor would be demolished. The applicant 

proposes to construct a new wood stair parallel with the balcony. Although Sanborn maps of this property 

do not indicate an exterior stair, staff finds the proposed new stair an improvement over the existing and 

potentially approvable. 
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Staff welcomes the proposed demolition of the brown-rated infill and notes that the work will result in 

restoring the original footprint of buildings on this property. Staff recommends that the Architecture 

Committee forwards the proposal to the Commission for consideration of the demolition with a 

recommendation of approval. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   08/24/2021 

 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Ms. Harmon present on behalf of the application.  Ms. Harmon 

state that they agreed with the staff report.  Mr. Fifield stated that this was a huge improvement.  He then 

asked the Committee if they had any questions or comments.  Ms. DiMaggio and Mr. Bergeron agreed 

with the staff report and with the applicant. With nothing left to discuss, the Committee moved on to the 

next agenda item.   

 

Public Comment: There was no public comment. 

 

Discussion and Motion:  Mr. Bergeron moved to forward the proposed demolition to the full 

commission with a recommendation for approval. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the motion, which passed 

unanimously. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     08/10/2021    

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/10/2021 

Permit # 21-20920-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to demolish existing, brown-rated rear addition and construct a new two-story connecting 

structure, per application & materials received 07/20/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/10/2021 

 

The proposed exterior work occurs exclusively in the courtyard space behind the main building. The 

applicant proposes to demolish the existing approximately 155 sq. ft. brown-rated shed roof addition 

located across the entire rear elevation of the main building. With the addition demolished, two existing 

door openings at the rear elevation of the main building would be restored with French doors and one six 

over six window would also be restored.  

 

There is approximately 6’4” between the rear wall of the main building and the side wall of the service 

building. The applicant proposes to connect these two buildings with a new structure spanning that gap 

and being about 8’ wide. The interior floor plans show the entire property being used as one residential 

unit. 

 

The structure would rise to a total height of about 24’. A dormer-like extension is proposed to connect the 

connecting structure to the roof of the main building. The interior space of the addition would provide 

stair access to the second floor of the main building as well as the second floor of the service building. 

These interior stairs would allow for the demolition of the existing inappropriate metal stairs from the 

courtyard.  

 

Staff is most hesitant regarding the connection into the roof of the main building. The Guidelines note 

that, “an addition to an existing historic building should not obscure, damage, or destroy a significant 

architectural element, detail, or material.” (VCC DG: 14-11) As the dormer-like portion is proposed to 

provide adequate head height to the second floor of the main building, staff questions if these stairs could 

be modified or relocated so as not to need such a large element at the roof.  

 

The connecting structure is shown with fixed shutter cladding at the first-floor level with fixed wood 

windows at the second-floor level above. The portion that ties into the roof of the main building is clad in 

wood siding. The roof is noted as being standing seam copper with copper gutters and downspout. 

Regarding materials of proposed additions, the Guidelines state that an addition “should be subordinate to 

the historic building and read clearly as a present-day addition.” (VCC DG: 14-11) In similar connecting 

structure type additions (1017 St. Philip, 1035 Royal), the VCC has recommended the use of more 

modern materials so that may be a consideration in this instance as well if the project develops further.  

 

Staff believes the second-floor portion between the two buildings would be visible from the neighboring 

812-814 Bourbon St. property but otherwise the entire addition would be minimally visible. The plans 

note that this wall would be a new solid brick wall and measures about 13-1/2’ above the existing 

masonry wall. 

 

Staff finds the overall concept of the proposal as an improvement for the property and generally 

compatible with the Guidelines for additions, however, staff is hesitant regarding the proposed significant 
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roof modification of the main building and suggests this element be significantly scaled down. Staff 

requests commentary from the Committee regarding the overall concept as well as materials if the 

concept is found to be worth developing further.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   08/10/2021 

 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Ms. Harmon present on behalf of the application. Ms. Harmon 

stated that regarding the height, she could maybe spare 9”, otherwise it would not be functional. She went 

on to say that they were also open to more modern materials and that it was to be a single-family home, so 

they wanted to remove the stair. Mr. Fifield asked if there were any comments or questions from the 

Committee.   

 

Ms. DiMaggio stated that she agreed with the staff report and the proposal was a huge improvement on 

the current conditions.  She went on to say that if the elevation facing the courtyard was more modern and 

lighter it would help the massing. Lastly, she stated that she believed there were definitely options. Mr. 

Bergeron stated that he agreed with Ms. DiMaggio. He went on to say that he was unsure how necessary 

the connecting structure actually was, and he agreed about the materials.  Mr. Fifield stated that he 

understood why they wanted the connector but that it looked like infill. He went on to say that materials 

question was an interesting one. Ms. DiMaggio stated that the casement and siding should be abandoned 

for a more modern take and the rest of the design would likely follow.  She went on to say that the stair 

and lean-to removal were positive enough for her to consider the approach.  She then stated that the siding 

should be a different material and the casement should follow suit.  

 

Mr. Fifield asked about the shutters on the first-floor wall. Ms. DiMaggio stated that she was looking to 

the Committee for that aspect. She believed that that it would follow suit once the other adjustments were 

made.  Mr. Bergeron stated that he agreed. He went on to say that the materials evoked an accumulation 

of building over time and that he believed one material would be better. Ms. Harmon stated that owner 

was now rethinking the proposal. Mr. Fifield asked if he was understanding currently, the owner now 

wished to just replace the metal stair with wood? Ms. Harmon stated yes that they would turn it ninety-

degrees to be parallel.  Mr. Fifield stated that he was hesitant to discuss this change without an actual 

proposal. Mr. Block stated that they would have to defer in order to have time to review any changes. Mr. 

Fifield asked the Committee if they thought the Committee could vote for a conceptual approval on the 

massing and size with additional review. Mr. Bergeron stated yes.  Mr. Fifield state that he would also 

like an elevation from the rear side. With nothing else to discuss, the Committee moved on to the next 

agenda item. 

 

Public Comment: 

There was no public comment.  

Discussion and Motion: 

Ms. DiMaggio made the motion to defer the application. Mr. Fifield seconded the motion and the motion 

passed unanimously. 


